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f~l This application has been examined [^Responsive to communication filndoh 1 6 ^*|"lrtt>3 D Thisection is made final. 

A shortened statutory period for respon wno this action is set to expire month(s), days from Die date of this letter. 

Failure to respond within the period for response will causa the application to become abandoned. 35 U.S.C. 133 

Parti THE FOLLOWING ATTACHMENTS) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION: 

1. VA Notice of References Cited by Examiner. PTO-892. 2. O Notice re Patent Drawing, PTO-948. 

ifj Notice d1 Art Cited by Applicant, PTO-1 449. 4, O Notk» oMnforma) Patent Application, Form PTO-152 

5. □ Information on How to Effect Drawing Changes, PTO-1474. 

Part II SUMMARY OF ACTION 




JriAl 



Of the above, claims _ 



V\4 



1 1 z y i vn 



• ; are pending in the application. 
_ are withdrawn from consideration, 

have been cancelled, . 

are allowed. 

are rejected. 

am objected to. 



^ are subject to restriction or election requirement 



J j, ' 

7. D This application has been filed with informal drawings under 37 C.F.R. 1 ,95 which are acceptable for examination purposes. 

8. Q Formal drawings are required in response to this Office action. 

9. 0 The corrected or substitute drawings have been received on , . Under 37 C.F.R. 1 ,84 these drawings 

ere □ acceptable; 0 not acceptable (see explanation or Notice re Patent Drawing, PTO-948). 

10. EH The proposed additional or substitute sheet(s) of drawings, filed o 

examiner; Q disapproved by the examiner (see explanation). 

11. □ The proposed drawing correction, filed _ 



. hat (have) been Q approved by the 



1 1. 1 i i nw propu^uu uiawmg uuiruniun, (uou . has been Q . approved; Q Disapproved (see explanation). 

12. CD Acknowledgement is made of the claim for priority under U.S.C. 119- The certified copy has □ been received O not been received 
□ been filed in parent application; serial' no. ] :'filedon •• ■ ' -■' '"*' . . ,' f : : .;> .■ 



' 13. □ 
14. Q Other 



Since this application apppears to be in condition for, allowance except (or formal matters, ,p,ra6ecgtion as to the menta Is closed ir 
accordance withthe practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD, 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. , ' , ' 
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Claims 3-14 remain withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) 
as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. Election 
was made without traverse in Paper No. 8. 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Note that explicit 
detail descriptions of Fig. 8B should be respectively provided (e.g. including reference labels LI, 
L2, etc). Appropriate correction is required. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 2, 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by Ulian 

et al. 

Ulian et al (Figs. 3a, 3b) disclose top and bottom substrates (30, 32), each of which 
comprises a circular region therein characterized as a "waveguide terminal" (especially when the 
region is arranged in conjunction with strip conductors (34, 36, 38) to define a waveguiding 
structure). Note that a "contact region" (i.e. 44, 44') is associated with the respective substrate 
and surrounds the corresponding circular region and electrically grounds a portion of the circular 
regions. An interconnect or "joint" member comprising solder points (60; 62„ 62 2 , ...) are 
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arranged to "bond" or join together the substrates (30, 32) across the opposing contact regions 
by being sandwiched therebetween to thereby form to form a unitary connected structure. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 16, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ulian et al. 

Ulian et al discloses the claimed invention, as discussed above, in which the substrates 
(30, 32) are "bonded" to each other by soldering at solder points (60; 62 1} 62 2 , ...), but does not 
disclose bonding of the substrates by conductive adhesive or thermocompression bonding. 

Note that in figs. 2a, 2b, an alternative connecting joint member (50) is provided. 
Accordingly, in view of this alternative structure, obviously one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have recognized that such a structure would needed to have been bonded to substrates (30, 32) to 
provide a secured unitary structure. Therefore, in using such an embodiment as an alternative to 
the solder point arrangement, this would have suggested that any equivalent type of bonding (e.g. 
adhesive, thermal compression, etc) would have been usable therewith. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,2, 15-17 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Benny Lee whose telephone number is (703) 308 4902. 



BENNY T.LEE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
ART UNIT 2817 



B. Lee 

November 26, 2003 




